L

- -

21-=5454

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STAT o
~ FILED
APR 19 2021
| OFFICE OF THE ClERK
SUPRE
:'E N RE QU“\W _ PETITIONER il

(Your Name) TN A B .
vs. iKY 1 f ,;""g"ri AR

KI G [THALER _ RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF PRGHIRAT 10N, MKNDAMUS EXTRAORDI NARY

LADTEY STRTES oM PPENLS T SEVENTH RARCWT
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROWIBITION/MANbAMUS EXTRAGRDINARY

SAMEL LEE QUINN

(Your Name)

281 N,TL MG WAY 3T

(Address)

INA TINos 623N b

(City, State, Zip Code)

NoNE

(Phone Number)




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

s nbuse 115 duacv\chw by RE-

[ Do the court 0F ApPEALS
For, NISCARRIAGF oF usticE

FusINg Yo ReECAll s Mandate S
Not Agknowledging the Cmdrd f}tNLN\ PRy W CPLEs undeRlYiNG

the SupremE COUKTS habiks LORpUS Ui pruduE Top Acturl [NAOCENGE.

5 have ki obhgpw G o AARESS A
VL

) po-the Court of AppEAl:
wL C\Qlii"” QL\\ M\uJ AL

mmm pErHoN WhERE H\ Mist
distrehen '
315 the cowchm oF AN INNOE Ent PERDAN, The REF

1o I\Qd!@“s‘% e N\,ELF"S of ONE P?Jr Twm bul other
Stiviutes M&d Mo Pt& ) BU WP@Q},S\ M@rj L-Luk\ P%l’lMiCN

ik, st and T Toued ﬂcﬁ . SubStantial um bl Vi olahons,
H, l% e UNITED STATES ﬁdPRFMh POURTS ORTCENENT ANIEN

MUY EDP 4\8 L:n»\/ CAR

Wes For rotunl [UNOEENCE OVERCOS
"\Jﬂkh\"b 1338 ¢4 ERR

Shtute oF lnabations W [ NlC S Gl
(ZMS) l)tndnw on the lowrr G COURTS,
E T rddpess the NMERibs

Y h’a bistriet CoUETS |
\HH\U\L o dF*’FRMi\,F W H

g aetubl InnoceNCE habEAS

NEW TVidEnTE Shows pEf HONER s
NG REasoNable juRel ,\wid hANE coietEd -

L\t‘mi\\\n’ LN EENT rdd




LIST OF PARTIES

bQ All parties appear in the captioh of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not abpear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF EXTRAORDINARY

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the jﬁdgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from_.federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _l\_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; O,
[ 1/has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\} is unpublished. :

The' opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix Bt
the petition and is ' ,

[ 1 reported at ; or,
[ 1/has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[\] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ' ; O,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the . court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ' ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publlcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[%‘or cases from federal courts:

The date on which the Umbed States Court of Appeals decided my case
was x\k\\n\hk\/ 7"‘3 262

N No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the

- order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was grantéd
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A -

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the followmg date

and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in

Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §1257(a).
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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PETITIONER SIMCEREIY PRAY: This HoNsrARLE COURT o

ARANT REVMEF by REMANGING PetitioNER'S PEFIHON bACk To
$hE COURF OF APPEAIS With nstruction to RECALL its MANON E
Accopding 0 SUPREME COURT' \URISPRUDENCE  GRDERING The

Prhition bAeK to the Mistmet court 4o hold AN EVIDENTIARY

HEARING ON The Merits Atcording 10 Hhe SUPREME c;:ouﬂ Holb-
INGS FoR ACTUAL INNOCENCE 1O AEDPAN TIME Lt MITATIONS TN
Mc.&m&&m V. PERWIN, 133 S.CT laH-m (2o3) With The APPOrNTMENT OF

COUNSE k.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of EATRAORsWEhould be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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Date: ‘\l_L@« 13 2021




